SUCCESS CHICAGO 


The text of the Republican plank is as follows: 

“We recommend to Congress the submission of a Consti- 
tutional amendment providing equal rights for men and 
women. 


“We favor legislation assuring equal pay for 7 work 
gene of sex.’ 


The text of the Democratic plank is as follows: 


“‘We recommend and endorse for submission to the Con- 
gress a constitutional entrain providing equal rights 
for women.” 


We were successful in Chicago. Our National Chair- 
man, aided by members visiting the two conven- 
tions, ensured that the Equal Rights Amendment was 
included in the platforms of both the Democratic and 
Republican parties. | 


Among those whose fine work brought about the 
achieved results were: 


Miss Ernestine Bellamy—Junior Council Chairman, who stayed 
through both conventions with Mrs. Murrell. 


Mrs. Cecil Norton Broy, Legislative Chairman of N.W.P. 


Mrs. Pearl Sayre, Rep. Nat’1 Committeewoman and Vice-Chair- 
man of N.W.P. 


Rep. Katherine St. George, Sponsor of Equal Rights Amend- 
ment in the House. 


Miss Jane Todd, Chairman of Rep. Platform Sub-Committee. 

Miss Bertha Adkins, Exec. Director of the Republican Women’s 
Division. 

Mrs. Gilford Mayes, Vice-Chairman of the Rep. Nat’] Committee. 

Hon. Perle Mesta, Minister to Luxembourg. 


Mrs. Emma Guffey Miller, Nat’] Democratic Committeewoman 
of Pennsylvania. 


Mrs. Margaret O’Riordan, Nat’l Democratic Committeewoman 
of Massachusetts. 


Miss Mary Kennedy, former State Chairman of Indiana N.W.P. 
Mrs, Florence Lynch, Nat’1 Dem. Committeewoman of Iowa. 
Mrs. India Edwards, Vice-Chairman of Nat’] Dem. Committee. 
Mrs. Ernestine Breisch Powell, Chairman of Ohio N.W.P. 

Miss Edith Pollock, Ohio. 

Miss Cecelia Mollett, Ohio. 


Judge Sarah gaa Immediate Past Pres. Fed. B. & P. 
Women’s Clubs 


Miss Mary Donlon, Chetan. N. Y. State Workmen’s Compen- 
sation Board. 


Miss Mary Anne Plant, N.W.P. Member from Akron, Ohio. 


Not all who helped toward the success at Chicago 
were able to attend. We extend our gratitude to the 
many whose monetary contributions made possible 
this achievement. 


Mrs. Murrell appeared before the Resolutions Com- 
mittees of both parties, speaking for an Equality 
Plank. Its inclusion in both platforms again in 1952 
gives the women of the United States a real opportu- 
nity to call upon the members of the House and Senate, 
who are campaigning for election, to stand by their 
parties’ platforms. 


It is notable that there were far more women dele- 
gates to the two national conventions than ever before 
in our history. The names of two women were placed 
in nomination for the Vice-Presidency of the United | 
States, and the names of several more suggested. 


All of this progress has been made since the passage 
of the 19th Amendment for the success of which 
N. W. P. was responsible. 


Today the problems facing our nation are challeng- 
ing. They demand the fullest participation by all citi- 
zens, both men and women. 


Women can only participate to their fullest capabili- 
ties, through the passage of the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment. We are handicapped in the ideological struggle, 
as we try to attract other nations to American free- 
dom, while the women of the nation continue in the 
status of second class citizens. It is fruitless for women 
to complain individually of the economic and social 


effects of the frustrating weight of discriminatory 
- practices that retard their progress. It should be their 


aim and their duty, to work ceaselessly until Congress 
passes the Equal Rights Amendment, and then to as- 
sure its passage by the legislatures of their indivi- 
dual states. 


Mrs. Murrell, Chairman of N.W.P. stated, “We are 
gratified and grateful for the action taken by both 
major parties. We do, however, wish to point out that 
a pledge unfulfilled is worse than no pledge at all. 
Planks in the platform since 1944 have been deliber- 
ately flaunted by politicians who placed their personal 
prejudices above party honor. In the name of the 
nation’s women, we call for an end of such un-American 
procedure.” 


Our work is cut out for us. This fall public opinion 
should awaken our national legislators to carry out 
their parties’ promises. 


PLEASE LET US KNOW HERE AT HEADQUAR- 
TERS WHAT YOU, PERSONALLY, ARE GOING TO 
DO TO GET YOUR CONGRESSMEN AND SENA- 
TORS TO WORK FOR THE PASSAGE OF THE 
AMENDMENT. YOUR NATIONAL WOMAN’S 
PARTY HAS NEVER FAILED YOU. WE MUST 
ALL WORK FOR VICTORY IN 1952. 


A change of format is being contemplated and, in the interim, the magazine comes to you in this form. 


National Woman’s Party is primarily an educational and informational organization. Founded “te relee the stetus of women,” we ore interested fn 
assisting women to obtain top places in government, business, and as partners in the home. We have a legislative committee, which deals with law. 


We Reve gine: other major committess covering the educational Gold. 


Ethel Ernest Murrell, National Chairman—National Woman's Party. 
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Full Citizenship For Women—(concluded) °”*® 


Planks supporting the Equal 
Rights Amendment were written 
in the national platforms of the 
two major political parties in 1944 
and 1948. 

The amendment was reported 
favorably by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives in the 
79th and 80th Congresses, and by 
the Judiciary Committee of the 


‘Senate in the 8list Congress. It 


received a majority vote in the 
United States Senate on July 19, 
1946, and more than a two-thirds 
vote of the Senate on January 25, 
1950. It was favorably reported 
out by the Senate Judiciary Com- 
mittee in the 82d Congress, May, 
1951. In 1951 it is considered 
fashionable on Capitol Hill to be 
for the amendment. 30 mil- 


lion women have declared them- 


selves through their organizations 
as supporting it—and half as many 
men’s groups have indorsed it. 


Yet, logic to the contrary, even 
in spite of public sentiment, argu- 
ments continue for state action. 
To quote the late Dr. M. Carey 
Thomas, president of Bryn Mawr 


College: 


It is strangely unsympathetic for 


opponents of an equal rights amend- 
ment to suggest removing the thou- 
sands of inequalities and injustices by 
slow and piece-meal work in the 48 
State legislatures while women are 
born, living their lives, and dying with- 
out the justice for which they have 
been waiting since the time of the 
cave man, 
The argument that such an amend- 
ment would interfere with states’ 
rights is specious. In its favorable 
report to the Senate, May 28, 1943, 
aed Senate Judiciary Committee 

The amendment does not deprive any 
State of its exclusive dominion over 
local public policy. Nor does it require 
uniformity among the several states. 
[For a full discussion of the subject 
see Missouri v. Lewis, 101 U.S. 22.] 


To the question: “Would the 
Amendment cause litigation?”’— 
Charles G. Morris, an outstanding 


from Connecticut, stated: 


You tell me that an objection which 
has been raised to the perganet equal- 
rights amendment to the Constitution 
is that it will clutter the courts with 
cases. All that I can say is that, if that 
is a valid argument, no legislation 

‘should ever be proposed, since any 
legislation, either in the form of a 
constitutional amendment or an amend- 
ment by the legislature, is necessarily 
subject to review by the courts to ascer- 
tain whether or not it conforms to 
the constitutional requirements. 


Space does not permit the recount- 


THEL ERNEST MURRELL of the Florida Bar (Miami) 
(Reprinted from American Bar Association Journal) 


ing of all the reasons for such legis. 
lation, but these alone should an- 
swer for thinking people the ques- 
tion asked at the beginning of this 
article—“Why do women demanc 
an amendment to the Constitution 
which will guarantee them full 
citizenship ?”—Obviously they de- 
mand it because they want to take 
their places as full-time human 
beings and to have removed from 
themselves and their daughters the 
impediment of dwelling forever at 
the mercy of whimsical state legis- 
lators—an impediment that will 
hang over them until they shall 
enjoy full constitutional protection. 


Another answer is to employ the 
Socratic rudeness of replying with 
a question. “What, gentlemen, 
would you trade for your con- 


‘stitutional rights?” An earnest 


thoughtful answer to the second 
question is the answer to the first. 
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Perfect portrayal... the dark sheer 


that floats like a cool mist across 


Garfinckel Co. 


F STREET at FOURTEENTH 


For Afternoon Receptions 


For Afternoon Receptions 


the garden scene. Sketched, 85.00. 
Just one of our collection of 
reception dresses from our 


Third Floor. 
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